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BETHLEHEM’S STAR. 


There is a ray that breaks the gloom 
Of Sorrow’s years; 

That gilds our pathway to the tomb— 
Dispels our fears. 


It rose with ‘* healing in its beam”’ 
In darkest hour; 

And shone in Majesty supreme 
O’er Bethlehem’s tow’r. 


Bright Star! through thee the child of grief 
At last is blest; 

Through thee the mourner finde relief, 
The weary, rest. b 
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In last week’s Magazine we re-published, from the 
“Christian Repository,” ** An APPEAL To THE PoB- 
nic,” signed ** Resloralionist ;° and a DECLARATION, 


(as we shall call it) signed ** Jacob Wood,” in behalf; 


of others. 

It is now about seven weeks since those pieces were 
first published. In the mean time, we have labored 
with our brethren who were the authors, for the pur- 
pose of persuading them to recall their publication ; 
but to no avail. We now submit to the alternative of 
publicly disproving their representation and exposing 
ne real character of ther procedure, in preference to 
permiiting i to stand uncontradicted before the world, 
alienating the hearts of brethren, and exciting suspi- 
cion and discord. 

It ay be proper to lay open the mystery which at 
first hung over the origin of those {wo pieces, 

Although one of them represented us to the public as 
fomentors of discord among the brethren, we were left 
without any certain knowledve who the au/hors were, 
till sbout three weeks after the publication, Finding 
that we waited in vain for the authors to arow them- 
selves to us, we sent to Br Dean, whom we suspected 
to be one of them, requesting him to inform us whether 
he was one, and to state who the others were, if he 
knew. He refused to give us any information in reply, 
unless we would first agree to terms of secrecy. We 
then sent the same request to Br. Edward Vurner, of 
Charlestown ; who frankly informed us, in answer, that 
he und Prs. Jacob Wood, of Shrewsbury, Paul Dean, 
of Boston, Barzillai Streeter, of Salem, Levi Briggs,* of 
Westminsier, and Charles Hud-on, of Preston, Con. 
Were the authors. He stated also in detail, that ata 
Meeting in Stirley, on the 4th Wednesday of last Sep- 
tember, the brethren above-named, together with him- 
self, udvised that such an * Appeal’ and * Declaration’ 
should be written,and sent to the * Christian Repository? 
for publication; that Br. Wood wrote t and sent them 
eccordingly ; and that at their secépd meeting, bolden 
in Boston on the 3d Wednesday of last December, they 
all, except Br. Hudson, who was not present, approved 
ofthe * Appear to THR Posnic?? and ** Decnara- 


TION,’ as they then stood printed in the ‘ Christian 
Repository.” 


Senses 


>” >: . e,°e ° ° 

A Since writing this, we bare received a letter from 
t. Briggs disclaiming all concern with the APPEAL. 

_ 1 Probably he did not write them till after the ad- 
surmment of the meeting at Shirley. — Hdvorse. 


| These, therefore, we take t6-b& the authors ; and 
‘euch we suppose to have been the origin of those piece®- 
Of their ‘¢ Declaration,” we sha) at present take no 
| other notice than what may be of use in exposing the 
real character of the ** Appeal ;”’ but of the Appeal we 
cannot take our leave till we have performed the most 
' painful duty that has ever devolved on us as editors or 
as ministers. 
To begin, we must beg the reader to compare their 
‘* Appeal” with their ** Declaration.” He will discov- 
er a most condemning absurdity on the very face of 
those two pieces, when they are compared. How do 
the authors represent dhemselves in the Appeal? An- 
swer: as striving ** to preserve the union of the order,” 
—as seekipvg to continue in fellowship with those that 
deny, as well as with those that believe the doctrine of 
future punishment. Indeed, it is one of the grand ob- 
| jects of the Appeal to convince the public that they had 
assiduously endeavored to prevent a separation.—Very 
| well.—Now turn to their Declaration. What do they 
‘here say concerning the doctrine of no future punish- 
ment? Answer: that it ‘is subversive of a just sense 
of our accountability to God, and the proper distine- 
tion between virtue and vice, and, consequently, les- 
sens the motives to virtue and gives foree to the temp- 
tations of sin.”? And still they pretend to have been 
laboriously pursuing a course of measures for the very 
purpose of continuing in fellowship with those who be- 
lieve and avow this pernicrous doctrine ! ~this doctrine, 
of which they again, say “if it be not certain that?’ it 
** vives force to the hem ptaliqaniag bere:is. ae mer - 
ol certainty upon «ny subdjeét whattver!”—of which 
they also say, repeatedly, it ** sets aside the scheme of 
sulvation by Christ? Mark this, reader: it ** sets a- 
side the scheme of salvation by Christ 2 a well as is 
* detrimental tu the morals of comamnity,” and irre- 
coucileable with their own doctrine ;—* and yet they 
are willing to profess: before God and- man, to ‘fel- 
lowship those who believe and gyow it,—to fellow- 
ship them as christian ministers and have even stud- 
iiously sought to prevent every thing that might lead 
to a separation frou them! Let those believe all this 
| Story who can. The fact is, be who contrived this 
story, has not wished to prevent a separation,—he 
‘hae soughf one with all his heart,as we shall shew 
‘before we conclude; but he and his associates knew 
that a separation would be unpopular, and wished to fix 
the odium of the measure on others. 
| How desirous they have been “to preserve peace 
and tranquility,” is evinced by the manner in which 
they published their Appeal. Let it be here observed, 
‘however, that in the Appeal they endeavor to make 
‘the public believe that those brethren who deny the 
‘doctrine of fulure punishment, together with the edi 
‘tors of the Magazine, have conducted so inconsistently 
with the rules of good fellowship as to provoke towards 
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* —* this corruption appearing to be seated and 
growing auiong the order of Universalists in the United 


aseparation.* Now, this appeal the authors published 
to the world, with all its items of complaint against 
their own brethren, wi/hout having exchanged one 
word with them oft-tee subject. They had not inform- 
ed us that they were even dissatiched t with that part of 
our management of the Magazine of wich they-com- 
plain in the Appeal, although some of them “hia been 
frequently in company with us, and had conversed 
with us particularly about the Magazine. They had 
preserved the same silence too, at least as far as we can 
learn, towards those brethren (or ‘hal parly,t as they’ 
call them in their ** most conciliating spirit?) who de- 
Hy the doctrine of future punishment. Of them they 
complaw, that they at length ** seemed to attach more 
importance to”? the idea ** that all misery is confined 
to this life.’ The authors had not before told them 


they had not even told them that such a circumstance 
existed. ‘They complain also, that those brethren were 
wont to dwell on that idea ** in their public discourses, 
and this too on Conventional occasions, and when they 
exchanged desks with their brethren who differed from 
them on this subject.”” ‘They had not before mention- 
ed a word of all this to those brethren, so far as we can 
learn ; to many of them we know they had not. 

In one word, they have published those complaints 
without previously endeavoring to dissuade their breth- 
ren from the commission of the pretended abuse. We 
mention this, not particularly to shew that it is a fa- 
giant transgression of the rules of fellowship ; but to 
Lbring forward the character of their procedure into ih 
view. All their fervent desire for the preservation of 
harmony never put it into their heads to mention their 
dissatisfaction to their off-nding brethren; but it led 
them to think of holding those brethren yp to public 
dislike. 

When the * Appeal’ was published, the authors still 
remained silent. We were occasionally in company 





* + But be it ever remembered, and [ appeal to the 
foregoing FACTS to substantiate my assertion, that if a 
separation be the final RESULT, we did not seek it, and 
they must be considered as its legitimate authors,” — 
Extract from the Appeal. 


+ It may be proper here to state that in November 
last (after the Appeal was sent to the ** Christian Re- 
pository”? for publication) we accidentally beard that 
Mr. Turner and others had, at their meeting at Shirley, 
last September, publicly complained of wrong receiv- 
ed from the Editors in the management of the Maga- 
zine. One of the Editors saw Mr. Turner on the same 
day, and told him what he bad heard. Mr. T. replied 
that he bad thought we did wrong in nol following the 
plan offered in the ** Proposals.” ‘This editor, perceiv- 
ing a dissatisfaction, wrote him ap account of our man- 
agement in every thing relating to the ** Proposals,” 
(the substance of which account we shall insert) and 
then added, ‘* if, contraty to my expectation, it should 
still appear to you that we have injured, I ask of you 
the boon of a brother,—forgiveness.”? Aflerwards he 





States, and believing thatat is a great hindrance to the! 
reception and spread of the truth, as well as detrimen- | 
tal to the morals of community,” —, 


** —in onr opinion the doctrine of universal salvation | 
af the commencement of a future sfate, :nd that of the 
final restoration of all men by Jesus Christ, through 
faith and repentance, are distinct apd different doc- | 
trines, and are incapable of being reconciled together.” 
' Extracts from their Declaration. 





~~ 


went to Mr. T.’s house, and Mr. T. then told him that 
he knew not thal we had done wrong im that affair, ex- 
cept in not following the plan offered im the ** Propo- 
suls.”” After this Mr. T. approved of the Appeal as it 
stands in the Repository ! 

t We believe the authors are the first, and we hope 
the last, to call those brethren who do believe in future 
punishment, and those who do not, rantigs. '!f is a@ 
word of bad infuence. 


sonmaas «| 


that they felt dissatisfied with this circumstance ;— 
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fiich is kept up through the whole of the Appeal, viz. 
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with some of thet, and once with all of them, escept 
Mr. Hudson; but they suid nothing «bout their publi- 
cation,* nor gave us an inti ation that they Were the 
guthors, And when we at length sent to Mr. Dean 
seque-ting him to mfurw us whether he was one, and, 
if so, who the others were, be refused to answeg, ynless 
we would Grst agree to terms of secréty. When we 
wrote to Mr. Streeter of Salem, expostulating with him 
for his breach of the rules of fellowship in publishing 
complaints against his brethren without a previous labor 


It would seem, from several circumstances, that Mes- 
srs, Turner and Dean tion knew and approved of this 
attempf. 

Mr. Wood had previously agreed, with one of the 


ministers, to bring the subject of future punishment be- 


fére this Convention at Charlton; and, if there proved | 
‘to be a majority of members who would not assent to that }_. It mc, perhaps be thongbt that those statements are 
doctrine, to declare their separation from thew, ar Aviee } of too trivial a nature to merit attention. 


clare it openly. However, whep-+he period agreed on 





with them, he attempted to coneesd the fact that he) 
was one of the authors, and affected uwuch surprise that |. 
we addressed him as sucl, 

The foregoing is chiefly an peseTnt ar the circum- 
stances connected withMie publication of the Appeal. 
We now come eG examination of the Appeal itself, 

Meshal frst prove that the following representation, 


that the authors have sought ‘ to preserve the peace 
and union of the order,” is entirely false. 

In the year 1816, Mr. Jacob Wood applied to the 
Genera) Convention of Universaliets for a Jetter of fel- 
lowship, and received one. In this very year (tore 
than six years ago) he persuaded one of the Universul 
ist ministers to believe that it was necessary that the 
Convention should takea decided stand in favor of the 
doctrine of futere punishment; and at the came time 
privately instilled prejudices into his mind against Mr. 
Ballou, then of Salem, (now of Boston.) who was sup- 
posed to doubt that doctrine, At this period, Mr. 
Wood was preaching in Haverhill, Mass. where he talk- 
ed so much against Mr. Ballou that the society became 
dissatisfied with him as their preacher. All this while 
he pretended much friendship in Mr. Ballou’s presence, 
as he likewise generally has since. Soon after this, he 
represented to Mr. Ballou that Mr. Turner was desir- 
ous of a correspondence with him on the subject of fu- 
ture punishment, and persuaded Mr. Ballou to write to 
Mr. Turner and invite such a correspondence, Let it 
be noticed that until this correspondence which was 
carried on in the ** Gospel Visitant,”’ there lad been 
nothing special said or written against the doctrine of 
future punishment. After engaging Mr. Ballou and 
Mr. Turner in the controversy, Mr. Wood obtained 
Jetters from almost all the Universalist ministers in New- 
England, stating their belief in future ponishment ; and 
then published extracts from those letters, without the 
knowledge of the writers, in an Appendix to a ** Brief 
Pesay on Future Retribution.” He said he did this for 
the purpose of making known that the Universalists 
were believers in future punishment. The Essay, with 
the letters, was published under the approbation of 
Messrs. Turner and Dean, who had written their own 
letters for publicalion in it. In this Essay, Mr. Wood 
manifested some harshness, of which the following ex- 
tract is a specimen: ** The many gross absurdities to 
which the doctrine of immediale universal salvation is 
tiable, and the vicious «ffec/s which itis calculated to 
produce, render it a doctrine justly deserving of disap- 
predation and contemMpPrT.”t This pamphlet came out 
about the first of September, 1817; and within a week 
or fortnight afterwards, the General Convention met at 
Charlton, where Mr. Wood was then preaching. At 
this Convention, Mr. Wood prirately endeavored to 
pérsusde a numberof ministers (among whom was one 
of the editors) to join him in a separate Association un- 
der the title of ** Restorationists,” but did not succeed. 


* One of the Editors, on one of these occasions, at- 
tempted to exportulute with Mr. Wood for publi-hing 
the Appeal without a previous labor with the brethren 
complained of ; Mr. W. neither said, nor denied, that 





he was one of the anthors; but would not hear the ex- 
postulation, and said he would do nothing on the sub- 
ject except by writing or publications. 


t See ** Brief Essay,” &c. page 24, Whe can pro- 
duce so severe and contemptuous an expression as this 


had arrived, Mr. Wood S,used to act according to a- 
greemepts Jue took the clandestine manner we have 
described. We wish the reader to hear in mind, that 
at this period there had existed no excitement against 
the doctrine of future punishment ; there had been so 
little suid or written against if, that very few of the Uni- 
versalist ministers kuew each others’ opinion on the 
subject. 

At the Convention in Charlton, Mr. Wood pursued 
bis former practice of privately instilling prejadices, 
some of them of the most cruel kind, against Mr. Bal- 
lou; and boasted that ** he, bad got to come down.” 
He had likewise pursued the same practice in his con- 
versation with the members of his society in Charlton, 
till it had become a subject of very general complaint 
among them. 


Fiver since that Convention, he has, both in conver- 
sation with the ministers and in letters to them confi- 
dently declared that there would be a separation of the 
Convention. Of himself and his associales, he has said, 
that they do not think that a union ough/ to be main- 
tained, or can be justified, between two so opposite 
theories as are professed by the members of the Con- 
vention. [Mark this, reader; for they, in the Appeal 
pretend to have labored for union.j] Ile has almost 
uniformly maintained that the doctrine of no future 
punishment tends to immorality ; and that the profes- 
sed believers of it are, in general, infidels. The follow- 
ing is only a specimen of bis representations: Return- 
ing from Boston, he stopped at Mr. Nathaniel Whitte- 
more’s in Lancaster. Mr. Whittemore asked him, 
What news? to Which he replied, ** Bad news, bad 
news, Br. Whittemore ; | am really sorry !? What 
is it, rejoined Mr. Whittemore. Mr. Wood answered, 
** Nine tenths of Br. Ballou’s society are infidels, | 
am really sorry.’ Asto his common practice of talk- 
ing against Mr, Ballou, it may be well understood by 
considering the fact that he has repeatedly declared to 
the ministers that it is his desagn and delerminalion to 
lessen Mr. Ballou in the public esteem; and the socie- 
ties where he has preached can bear bim testimony that 
he has shewed himself in earnest in the prosecution of 
that design. 

When we consider all there facts,—the part that Mr. 
Wood has acted with the knowledge, and, ofien, co- 
operation of Messrs. Turner and Dean,—and the course 
that Messrs. Turnerand Dean themselves have pursued, 
though not so open/y,—we stand in utter astonishment 
at the falsehood of the Appeal. Have (hey endeavor- 
ed to preserve union? Are we the authors of the 
threatening separation? Why, Mr. Wood himself has 
voluntarily and deliberately stated that he knew ENVY 
to be the cause of the threatened schism! Br. B. 
Whittemore had asked him the cause of Messrs, Turner 
and Dean's opposition to Mr. Ballou. ** Br. Whitte- 
more,’’ said Mr. Wood, in answer, “Il know buman 
nature so well as to know that envy is the cause of the 
impending schism.’ Ile likewise told one of the edi- 
tors that he had no doubt that the opposition of Messrs. 
Turner and Dean was caused by envy towards Mr. 
Ballou. 

Mr. Dean has reported, seeretly, that TIr. Ballou re 
tained nothing of Christianity but the name; and has 
talked against him in such a manner, to some of the 
brethren, that they have told Mz. Ballou they never 
should repeat the conversation, nor tell him what it 
was, unless they saw him in real danger from it, A- 











'o all (bat bas been wriltem against future punishment. 


bout two yeors ago, Mr. Turncrintimated an uawiiling- 
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ness to proceed on in harmony. > for, suid he, 
there would be nobody but Ballou,” 

But we desist from the enumeration of ¢} 
our possessio n, 

We shall now attend to fie particular statements 
which they bave male in the Appeal. 


re Taha ia in 





We grant 
3 but the reader will please 
to remember that, however unimportant, they are those 


that, en /hemselves, they are 


on which the authors rely to substantiate their assertion 
that, if a separation be the final result, we and the other 
brethren complained of, are its legi/emate authors, — 
We have discovered too, by letters, that they have en. 
Jeavored, by means of those and similar statements, to 
make our brethren believe that those complsined of 
have manifested an over-bearing spirit. We therefore 
beg the patience of the reader. 

The first of those statements, which we shall attend 
to, is, that those brethren, who believe that al) misery 
is confined to this lite, were wont to dwell on that sen. 
timent in their discourses on Conventional! occasions. 

Now, the fact is, that not even one sermon has been 
presched at our General Convention against the idea 
of fulure punishment. Mr. Turner himself preached a 
sermon at the Convention in Lebanon, 1819, in support 
of that doctrine ; and he is the only one who has preach. 
ed directly on that subject, on th se occasions, We 
beg not to be misunderstood : we do not deny that 
there bave been sermons preached before the General 
Conventions, both by those who believe, and those who 
deny (he doctrine of future punishment, in which parti- 
cular texts were applied to this life,that some Universal- 
ists would refer to astate of punishment aftir death, Let 
it be understood too,that wedo not menti n the fact that 
Mr. Turner preached a sermon at the General Conven- 
tion, in favor of future punishment, as an impropriety ; 
the impropriety lies in his making the above statcmen’, 
in the Appeal. , 

Their next statement is, that those brethren who be- 
lieve that all misery is confined to this life, were wont 
to dwell on that sentiment when they exchanged desks 
with their brethren who differ from them on that sub- 
ject. 

We have not authority to deny that there have been 
instances in which brethren have dwelt on the idea that 
all misery is confined fo this life, or preached against 
the doctrine of futare punishment in the desks of those 
who believe that doctrine; bul we neither know, nor 
have heard of such instances, and therefore venture to 
say they are not numercus. Let us, however, apply 
the remark we made in the preceding paragraph: we 
think that sermons have been preached in the desks of 
those who believe in future punishment, in which pat- 
ticular texts were applied to this life, which some Uni- 
versalists would refer to a state of punishment after 
death. But this is no more than what Mr. Wood him- 
self has repeatedly done in his writings.* But after all, 
how trivial is the statement we are replying to! Is 
there any,impropriety in preaching directly on this sub- 
ject in any desk? If we are not wisinformed, some of 
those brethren who believe in future punishment have 
preached that doctrine in the desks of those who do 
not believe it; and we coufess we never have been 
able to discover any impropricty in this proctice.. Out 
union will never be jeopardized by frankness; it is only 
the secret plotting of a domestic enemy that can eu 
danger if. 

They also state, in the way of complaint, the treat: 


* See his “ Examination of Mr. Mann's Sermon,” 
and his ** Remarks” on * A Letter to a friend, by & 
Clergymen of Massechusetts.”? In these two Pam 
phlets he bas applied Jude 7.—Mat. xii. 32.— Mork iit 
28, 29 — Luke xii. 10.— Mat. v. 26.—Mat xviii. 24— 
Luke xi. 59.--Rev. viv. 11.—Rev. xx. 10, to the pre- 
sent life; all of which passages some Universalicte have 





referred to a state of punibbment after deuth. 
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ment they have receive fin the editorial Managemen! 


of the Magazine. 

To shew that this comp!sint is withoot cause, we of- 
fer the following strtement. Tt is abridged from a long 
and very particulor account which one of the Editor 
gave,* in weiting, fo Mr. Torner, more than a month 
bersre he finally approved of the Appeal. It may be 
asp tog vale eto after giving Mr. Torner this ac- 
count, the writer added, “if, contrary to my expecta- 
tion, it should still appear to you that we have injured, 
Jusk of you the boon of a brother,—forgireness %— 
This forgiveness, ‘¢ seeme. if not for us 

STATEMENT. 

“4. The ** Proposals’? (so called) by “TR 

hud been published in ‘the Magazine about cight 


estore tion- 


4 99 
ra ks, before we, at Mr Bowen's reqnest, became the 
editors. In the mean time there was a controve rey 
(nol about FUTURE PUNISHMENT, bat) sbout the pro- 
propriety of acceeding lo the plan which the Proposals 
offered, viz. to write a statement of doctrine on each 
side of the question, &c. &c Ke. 2 When we en- 
gaged to become editors, Mr. Ballou, 2d. of Roxbury, 
(who has never held ‘* thal all human misery is confin- 
ed to this life’) told Mr. Ballou, of Boston, that he 
wished that controversy about the Proposals to be stop- 
ped immediately. Mr. Ballou replied, that having 
been himself engaged in the controversy, he would 
have nothing to do in the editorial management of if, 
but leave it entirely in the hands of the two other edi- 
tors. Mr. Ballou, 2d. then persuaded Mr. Whittemore 
(the other editor) to join in stopping the controversy ; 
aud himself wrote the notice to ** Restorationist,” ex- 
cluding, in future, the controversy concerning simply 
the Proposals. This notice was inserted in the first pa- 
per that came ont under ourcare. 3. Afler this no- 
fice was printed, we received the ** two communica- 
tions from Restorationist’? which he says were in our 
ofice when we closed the controversy *“* by an edito- 
rial edict.”” [Be particular to observe that this contro- 
versy which we had closed was not about future pun- 
ishment, but about the propriety of the Proposals ; let 
it be observed too that ifany wished to accept of those 
Proposals, they were at perfect liberty so to do,—our 
exclusion of the controversy notwitbstanding.] 4. Af- 
terwards we gave the following notice: ‘* if any person 
or persons think proper to accept those Proposals we 
shall be ready to make known such acceptance through 
the medium of this paper.” 5. After this, ** Restora- 
tionist,” over the signature ** Lover of Truth,” sent 
another Proposal. This second Proposal we published, 
although nobody [either one PARTY or the other, to use 
his own darling epithet] had seen fit to accept his first 
Proposal. But we pointed out some faults in it. He 
then sent us the reply [published in the Appeal, ]which 
contains a (hird Proposal. This we rejected; and it is 
the only one that we can with propriety be said to have 
rejecied from this author.” 

Let the reader remember that the whole of that 
management of the Magazine, of which the authors of 
the Appeal complain, was in consequence of the coun- 
sels of that editor who has never held ‘* that all misery 
is confined to this life ;”” and that in complaining, they 
as much complain against their own PARTY (to borrow 
their favorite term) as against any other PARTY in the 
universe. Of what importance, let us ask, was the 
controversy about Proposals which every body had the 
opportunity to accept? Had we written the Proposals 
ourselves, we would have stopped any controversy 
about them which was likely to occupy much of the 
paper. 

Three more particulors we will insert from the ae- 
count sent to Mr. Turner, and we have done: 

**—6. We had nol, we think, rejected one communi- 
cation in favor of the doctrine of future punishment. 
7. We had rejected, at least, eight communica- 
tions designed to support the doctrine of mo punish- 


— 





* See a former note. 








ment afler death, 8. We had rejected many commu- 
nications, on other subjects, from the friends and eup- 
porters of the Magazine.” 

We new take qur leave of the Appeal. 

lt seems necessary carefully to cantion thore breth- 
ren who live at a distance, against supposing that the 
disaffection, manifested in the Appeal, is between those 
who belicve in future punishment and those who do not, 
lhe whole of that affair was got up solely by the auth- 
ors,* whom we have named; and with them it will 
end. It has not, and will not, extend to one single 
minister beside them, in the whole Convention. The 
indubitable proofs of anxious devotion to the union of 
our Convention, which we have received from all quar- 
ters, have exceeded our expectations. 

We cannot conclude without expressing our grati- 
(ude to our brethren who have so magnanimously step- 
ped forward and furnished us with the testimony we 
needed. It has been an unspeakable consolation, in 
this season of affliction, to see those brethren who be- 
lieve in future punishment and those who do not, man- 
ifesting but one spirit, and equally assisting in exposing 
the enemy that sows discord. “We cannot particular- 
ize,— God bless them all. 

The respected Editor of the ** Christian Repository” 
we beg to accept of our thanks for the friendly and im- 
partial feelings he manifested in his editorial Remarks 
on inserting the Appeal. It may be proper to give this 
public testimony of our confidence in his brotherly af- 
fection, in order to prevent unfavorable suspicions in 
the minds of readers. 

We sympathize in the general grief of our brethren. 
Some of us can remember the friendship of former days ; 
and the recollection brings up so many scenes of lost 
bappiness that it is more than the heart can endure. 

HOSEA BALLOU, 
HOSEA BALLOU, 2d. 
TBHOMAS WHITTEMORE. 


* When we speak of the Authors of the Appeal 
whom we have named, we wish the reader to except 
Br. Briggs. See the first note. 














‘lwo More Victims 
To the Doctrines of ,Endless Torture ! 


We extract the following from the ** The Brockville 
Recorder,” of Dec. 3ist, printed at Brockville, Upper 
Canada. Since the horrible transaction in Ohio, where 
three infants were offered, at once, on the altar of the 
modern Moloch, this is the most lamentable tragedy 
which has appeared on the boards of the orthodox 
theatre. With such tremendous consequences flowing 
from the abominable doctrines of endless torture, star- 
ing usin the face, we are asked, “If the doctrine of 
the restitution of all things is ‘rue, where is the use of 
preaching it?” When the infernal systems of men and 
devils are driving thousands to insanity and suicide, is 
there no occasion, no need of a remedy? How shall 
we measure that evil, whose present consequences 
overwhelm the brain with terrific horrors, drive the 
parent to court death itself, that * friend to the wretch 
whom every friend forsakes,”” and in the gloom of a 
grave, to hide the record of a diseased mind, blind to 
the light of Heaven, and poisoned with suspicions, un- 
bellowed, save by the incense of the blood of innocents, 
and the curses of Pharisees and hypocrites! To offer 
arguments, when such facts rise and present a front 
and aspect dripping with human gore, and studded with 
ihe skeletons of Christian victims, would be playing 
with the subject, and opening a door for apologies, for 
doctrini~ and prectices, colored with the blackest hor- 


rors of auperstiiion’s bell! How would a scene like 


this, a father’s hand precipitating, in the mowent of 
distraction, when nature rose in terrific grandeur, as, 
terting her right to proteet herself from a demon’s rage, 





the children of bis affection trom his bosom, spurned in 
despair from the heart which could pity, but not pre- 
serve, to the frozen embrace of a wetery grave—How 
would this be viewed by the messengers of light, who 
quieted the fears of the afrighted shepherds, with songs 
of peace from heaven? 

Reader, ‘* They have no rest, day nor night, who 
worship the beast-and his image.” . 

“At Ogdensburgh, on Wednesday last; aman of 
the name of William Kerby, said to have emigrated 
lately from Ireland, took two of his children, one of 
which was two, the other four years old, from the 
house under pretence of taking a walk, and » pon ar- 
riving at the bridge, threw them into the river. As 
they were immediately carried beneath te ice by the 
current, all attempts to save their lives or even recover 
their bodies have proved abortive. The father appears 
not to have been actuated by any malicious motives, 
but by the enthusiastic opinion that he was ensuring 
their future happiness, by putting a period to their ex- 
istence before they were capable of meriting everlast- 
ing punishment. He immediately surrendered himself 
to a magistrate, and seems perfectly willing to satisfy 
the Jaw by resigning his life as an atonement for his 
We understand that he has a wife and remain- 
N.Y. Gospel Herald. 


crime. 


ing child.°* 
bt 


DEDICATION. 


The Universalist Society in Hartland, Vt. will dedi- 
cate their newly erected Meeting-House, to the wor- 
ship of Almighty God, on Wednesday the 5th instant. 
Sermon by the Rev. Hosea Ballou, of Boston. 


NOTICE. 


The meeting of the ** Eastern Association of Univer- 
salists,"> was wrongly notified in the Misutes of the 
General Convention. The Association was adjourned, 
to be holden, in Waterville, Me. on the Jast Wednes- 
day end Thursday of June, 1823. 


ELECT AND CHOSEN, 


Universalist. 
elect 2 

Calvinist. Yee. 

Uni. Do you believe the elect or chosen will all 
be sared ? 

Cal. Certainly. 

Uni. You will stick to that, then? 

Cal, Yes, | wil). 

Uni, Well then, we read, ‘* Have not I chosen you 
twelve? and one of you is a devil,” John vi. 70. You 
believe the chosen are the elect, the elect or chosen wil! 
all be saved / 

It appears from the above dialogue, which recently 
took place in this city, that the Calvinists are strong 
advocates for the salvation of Judas. 

NV. Y. Gospel Herald. 


Do you believe the chosen are the 


——-- 


ANOTHER CONVERSION, 


A clergyman, a Mr. Thompson, of the Methodist 
persuasion, recently arrived in Philadelphia, from Eng- 
land. The Methodists brought him forward as their 
champion, to confnte the Universalists in thein discus- 
sions iv the Berean Society, where Mr. Thompsou was 
convinced of the error, and acknowledged the trnth, 
He is now preaching the doctrine of the * restitution, 





of all things.”? ibid. 
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POET’S CORNER. 




















SELECTED. 


On Reason. 


Reason best of Heaven's blesting’s, A 
Given only to monkind, 

Life would not be worth possessing, 
Did not reason rule the mind. 


When we see capricious Fortune, 
Ctriving all the rich to bless, 

Reason tells us envy not them, 
Riches are not bappiness. 


When in the height of beauty blooming, 
Clara exercises power, 

Reason whispers in oar hearing, 
** Beauty is a fading flow’r.” 


When in pomp and pow’r parading, 
Kings and Presidents we see ; 

Reason tells us that they are fading, 
They must die as well as we. 


When fell poverty invades us ; 
And our lot is slaves to be ; 

Reason tells us bear with patience ; 
Time will come we shall be free. 


When our passions drag us headlong, 
Thro’ lust, ambition, avarice— where— 

In search of happiness and pleasure, 
Reason tells us tis not there, 


Let pain and poverty attend us, 
All our life in trouble spent, 
Reason has a balm to send us. 
And that balm is called content. 


When we're on our death bed lying, 
Full of anguish and of pain ; 
Reason tells us be of comfort, 
You shall surely live again. 


Hymn to the Omnipotent. 


Lord of universal nature, 

God of every living creature, 

Light of morning —shade of evening, 
King of Ocean, Earth and Heaven— 
Whilst I prostrate bow before thee, 
Teach my spirit to adore thee! 


Soul of love—and source of pleasure, 
Mine of every richer treasure, 

King of tempest, storm, and shower, 
Ruler of each secret power— 

Whilst for favor | implore thee, 
Teach my spirit to adore thee! 


Spring of river—lake, and fountain, 
Piler of the rock avd mountain, 
Breath of animal creation, 

Life of varied vegetation — 

Whilst | prostrate bow before thee, 
Teach my spirit to adore thee! 


First and last—Eternal Being— 

All pervading, aud all seeing, 

Centre of divine perfection— 

Whence the planets learn subjection— 
Whilst for favor | implore thee, 
Teach my spirit to adore thee ! 


MAGAZINF. 















— eee can 


those on the other, thet they will be chastised » 


UNIVERSALIST 


| GF We hay e recely ed the first and if both sides believe, that a/l will ot last be saved jg 
number of the 3d Vol. of the * CHRISTIAN INTEL- the name of the Lord Jesus, is it not manifestly impru- 
LIGENCER,”’ printed at Portland, Me. and edited by dent to magnify this difference, into an irreconcileable 
our Br. Russene STREETER, It is how issned in the! variance among brethren. While dAose who do not 
same form and size with the Magazine. We are very pretend (o be influenced in the least, by the fear of fu. 


‘happy to learn that it has been generously patronized; ture ponishment, exhibit as mach vital religion as we 
' end we hope and believe that ite more extensive circu-! do who profess to believe in that cuctrine, is it not the 


{ e_¢ . 
towards obtaining a victory, under the banner of the 


plished ? 


‘lation will be productive of still more good. The fol- | 
‘lowing is from its columns :— 


: Christian Universalism. 


Christian Universalism embraces the whole human | 
tion, through his Son Jesus Christ. 
when experimentally understood, as fully excludes hat- 
red towards our fellow-creatures, as it does a belief in 
their endless misery. The success which attended the 
‘labors of the first promulgators of this system, in Amer- 
‘ica, depended, essentially, on the heart-felt and active 
| benevolence which they manifested. An envious, lim- 
ited spirit, is as incompatible with the doctrine of vni- 
versal salvation, as the partial and burning zeal of a fa- 
natic is, with that great, ardent and mighty love, which 
sustained the Saviour upon the cross. ‘* Let brotherly 
love continue,’’ should be the moffo, inscribed upon 
the ‘breastplate,’ ‘shield’ and ‘ helmet,’ of every 
preacher of that glorious doctrine. Destitute of pure 
brotherly-love, a man cen no more be a Christian Uni- 
versalist, than can a Mahometan; nor hope to do more 





family. as the objects of God’s benevolence and weed 
This doctrine | 
\** Jacob Wood,” still, he offers the columns of the In. 





cross, than by conducting his arguments to the heart, 
on the point ofa sword. As long as we are character- 


unessential points of epeculative religion, will exist a- | 
mong those of the same denomination ; but we must, | 
individually, be extremeJy jealous of ourselves, Jest we 


suffer such difference to give rise to disputations, con- 


corded in the sacred history, as an evidence of human | 





the progress of such Eltercations, as serve only to de- | 
stroy fellowship, exasperate the feelings, and give the | 
enemy reason to triumph over truth. ‘The Saviour ' 
should not be wounded imthe honse of his friends. An- 
struce and difficult problems have occasionally been | 
agitated between the advocates for the doctrine of uui- 
versalism, such as the restoration of * fallen ange !s,° as | 
they are called, or devils; the ‘trinity of person: in | 
the God-head,’ and ‘ the absolute predestination cf all 
events,’ which, when critically and dispassiouately 
viewed, have no immediate bearing upon the main 
question between Universahsts aud Limitarians, wheth- 
er all men shal) Gnally be blessed in Jesus. But for 
several years no internal disputation existed in the fra- 
ternity, a firm and active faith which works by love 
and purifies the heart, being the principal obyect for 
which the ministering brethren united labored. Of 
late, however, a strange spirit has introduced another 
problem, dificult im its nature, as either of the preced- 
ing, and threatening to terminate in more unhappy 
consequences, Itis the question concerning the doc- 
trine of fuiure punishment. It is extremely painfully 
to all those who were struck with admiration at the 
prosperity which has attended our common cause witb- 
in a few years, to witness the importance which this 
question has assumed, in New-England, and the im- 
prudent zeal with which the controversy has been thus 
far conducted. We are persuaded that ‘an enemy 
hath done this.’ So long as we all maintain the univer- 
sul benevolence of God, whatever may be the process 
of its manifestation in the final salvation of all men, 
why need we * bite and devour each other,’ because 
we conscientiously disagree ip opinion, in relation to 
the precise moment, when the work will be accom- 
If the brethren on the one hand believe that 








cerning ‘ who shall be greatest.’ Av error for which | 


ape ‘must be the heart of that parent, that can entirely give 
the first disciples were reprimanded. and which is re- ’ de 


imperfection, at the zenith of elevation, should retard | 


| character, 





(sinners will be punished as much as they deserve, and 


height of arrogance and egotism, for us to accuse them 
of embracing a demoralizing doctrine. ‘ By their fruits 
ye shall know them.’ Though the Editor deems ita 
solemn obligation to protest against proceedings, cal. 
culated to make an irremediable wound in our religious 
body, and, especially, against, “‘ an Appeul to the 
world,” published in the Christian Repository, by Rev, 


TELLIGENCER fo all believers in Christian Universalism, 
to oppose by fair argument, the doctrine of endless 
misery ; but conscienciourly refuse to admit such pie- 
ces, as shoot a deleterious fang at the reputation of his 
duly esteemed friends. 


—«t : > > a 


FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 





Messrs. Editors,--A few days since, being on a visit 
at the honse of a good old uncle of mine, who by the 
wey is what they call an orthodox Deacon: I found 
him looking over the Boston papers; among other 
things which seemed to fix his attention, was a subject 
proposed for discussion by the ** Boston Debating Su- 


iciety.°—Viz. ** Ought a parent in any case to disinher- 
jit a child.” 
ized for imperfections, some difference of sentiment in} 


My uncle seemed peculiarly interested 
with this subject, the more so, in consequence of his 
having the misfortune of nourishing and bringing up, 


| What is commonly called, a * spoiled child.’ 


The good old man, after a few minutes of silent re- 
flection, heaved a deep sigh, and said, Hard indeed 


up » ebild. Itold my uncle that I believed the sub- 
ject was not stated exactly as it should be, that it 
shoul: stand thus: Ought a parent in any case to dis- 
card a child, when the parent has the power to reclaim, 
and make hima penitent and dutiful son. The old 
gentleman, with some warath, replied, no man in his 
senses wonld propose a question like that, for the father 
must be worse than the evil one, to be guilty of such a 
My only answer was, be careful my dear 
uncle, how you apply a character to the God you wor- 
ship, which you very justly consider worse than that of 
the adversary. NATHAN. 








MARRIED, 


In this city, by the Rey Mr Dean, Mr Thomas Eaton 
to Miss Mary Nichols. 

In Cambridgeport, by the Rev Thomas Whittemore, 
Mr Samuel Abbot to Miss Harriet Bucknam. 

In Concord, Mr Cyrus Hosmer to Miss Lydia 
Wheeler. 


In Plympton, Mr William Sherman to Miss Irene 
Standish. 


In Nantucket, Capt Ariel Coffin to Miss Judith 
Coffin. 


In Washington city, Lt William L Belt, of the U8 
navy, to Miss Ellen U Bowie. 











DIED, 
In this city, Mr William Homer, eged 96--Mr Jotn 
Burton, aged 23. 


Miss Sally Paine, daughter of the late Hon. Robert 
T Paine, LL D. 

Mr Alphens Alden, 23. 
William Blight, 6 weeks. 

'n Roxbury, William Ellery, youngest child of Mr 
John James, 2 years. 


In Brighton, Mr Simeon Crosby, of Taynien, 37. 


Edward, only son of Mr 
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